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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

Responsive to communication(s) filed on 23 November 2005 . 
2a)[3 This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) S Claim(s) 1-14 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) (3 Claim(s) 1-6. 13 and 14 is/are allowed. 

6) (3 Claim(s) 7-12 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

1 0)D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)Q objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
11 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 
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1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 
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DETAILED ACTION 

This communication is in response to applicant's response to an Amendment, 
which is filed November 23, 2005. 

An amendment to the claims 1-14 have been entered and made of record in the 
Application of Sahai for a "Method and system for vehicle control using walkie-talkie 
type cellular phone" filed March 1 , 2004. 

Claims 1-14 are pending. 

The new claims 13-14 are introduced. 



Response to Arguments 

Applicant's amendments and argument to the rejected claims are insufficient to 
distinguish the claimed invention from the cited prior arts to overcome the rejection of 
said claims under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as discussed below. Applicant's amendment and 
argument with respected to the pending claims 7-12, filed on November 23, 2005, have 
been fully considered but they are not persuasive for at least the following reasons. 

On page 8, second paragraph, Applicant's argument with respect to the invention 
of Oesterling in view of Strub that " the cellular phone to control at least one vehicle 
function such as vehicle light, vehicle lock, ignition , trunk release and vehicle" 
according to claim 7, is not persuasive. 

Oesterling teaches the cellular phone control the vehicle locking system (i.e. see 
paragraph 2). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Oesterling et al. (US# 20050137877) in view of Strub et al. (US# 6,825,875). 

Referring to claim 7, Oesterling et al. disclose a system for remotely controlling 
vehicle functions using a cell phone (160) (i.e. cellular phone), comprising: 
a vehicle (110) (i.e. vehicle); 

a receiver unit (120) (i.e. telematics unit) disposed within the vehicle (110) (i.e. page 2 
paragraph 0021), the receiver unit comprising a receiver adapted to receiver 
communications from the at least one cell phone, an intelligent control operatively 
connected to the receiver for receiving vehicle function control messages, the intelligent 
control (122) (i.e. controller) operatively connected to one or more vehicle controls 
(1 14,115,116) (i.e. vehicle devices) such that the intelligent control is adapted to control 
the vehicle functions (i.e. page 1 paragraph 0006-0008 and page 3 paragraph 029); 
wherein the intelligent control is programmed to control the vehicle lock function, an 
ignition function (i.e. paragraph 2). 
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However, Oesterling et al. did not explicitly disclose at least one cell phone 
adapted to establish walkie-talkie type connections. 

In same field of endeavor communication device, Strub et al. disclose a walkie- 
talkie mode on the cell phone (col. 40 lines 21-31). 

One ordinary skill in the art understands that a walkie-talkie mode on the cell 
phone of Strub et al. is desirable in the communication device of Oesterling et al. 
because Oesterling et al. suggest a cellular phone, PDA, or a computer to control the 
vehicle functions (page 3, paragraph 0026) and Strub et al. suggest a cellular phone 
with a walkie-talkie function (col. 40 lines 21-31). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was made to 
include a cellular phone with a walkie-talkie function of Strub et al. in the 
communication system of Oesterling et al. with the motivation for doing so would allow 
a user with more option operating a cellular phone. 

Claims 8-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Oesterling et al. (US# 20050137877) in view of Strub et al. (US# 6,825,875) as applied 
to claim 7 and further in view of Joao (US# 6,549,130). 

Referring to claims 8-12, Oesterling et al. in view of Strub et al. disclose the 
method and system of claim 7. However, Oesterling et al. in view of Strub et al. did not 
explicitly disclose wherein the control is programmed to control a vehicle lock, ignition, 
trunk release and alarm functions. 
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In the same field of endeavor of vehicle security system, Joao teaches the 
portable transmitter is used to control a vehicle lock, ignition, trunk release and alarm 
functions (col. 80 lines 28-48; see Figure 1). 

One ordinary skill in the art understands that remotely controlling vehicle 
functions of Joao is desirable in the vehicle security system of Oesterling et al. in view 
of Strub et al. because Oesterling et al. suggest a telematics unit controls the vehicle 
components 114 and vehicle devices 115 (page 2 paragraph 0021) and Joao also 
suggests the vehicle functions are remotely control by a transmitter 2 (col. 18 lines 21- 
30). Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention was made to include vehicle control functions of Joao in the 
communication system of Oesterling et al. in view of Strub et al. with the motivation for 
doing so would allow the secure and convenience operating the vehicle system. 



Allowable Subject Matter 

Referring to claims 1-6 and 13-14, the following is a statement of reasons for the 
indication of allowable subject matter: the prior art fail to suggest limitations that the 
vehicle receiver receives a walkie-talkie communications from a cell phone to control 
the vehicle set of functions consisting of a vehicle light functions, vehicle lock function, 
an ignition function, a trunk release function, and alarm function. 
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Conclusion 



THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications form the 
examiner should be directed to Scott Au whose telephone number is (571) 272-3063. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri, 8:30AM - 5:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Michael Horabik can be reached at (571) 272-3068. The fax phone 
numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are (571 )- 
273-8300. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703)- 
305-3900. 



Scott Au 





